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Attorney Docket No. LLJ-10102/08 
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Applicant: A. James Schutz 

Serial No.: 10/733,916 Group Art Unit: 3671 

Filing Date: December 1 1 , 2003 Examiner: Alicia M. Torres 

For: STICK RAKE 



PROPOSED AMENDMENT 

Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

In response to the Office Action mailed June 18, 2004, kindly amend the above-identified 
application as follows: 
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Serial No. 10/733,916 

Reply to Office Action of June 18, 2004 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS 

1. (Currently Amended) An apparatus operative for gathering yard refuse from a 

ground surface, said apparatus comprising: 

a gathering device having a frame and a motor, said frame supporting an elongated rotor 
having a longitudinal axis, said elongated rotor being disposed with a pWky row of spaced 
apart tines extending perpendicular to the longitudinal axis, said elongated rotor driven by said 
motor, said tines operative to gather yard refuse from the ground surface when rotating and being 

moved over the ground surface; 

a pair of wheels operative to support said frame on the ground surface; 

an adjustment mechanism d isposed between activel y mounted to each of said pair of 
wheels and^rame afent^^ to ad i ust the P° siti ° n ° f *» 

elongated rotor with respect to the ground surface; and 

a basket for holding the yard refuse collected from the ground surface by piyotaUy. 

attached to the gathering device. 

2. (Original) The apparatus of claim 1 wherein the gathering device further 
comprises a shield for preventing the collected yard refuse from being ejected out from said 
gathering device. 

3. (Original) The apparatus of claim 1 wherein the tines include distal ends that are 
bent outwardly toward a direction of rotation of the elongated rotor. 
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Serial No. 10/733,916 

Reply to Office Action of June 18, 2004 

4. (Currently Amended) The apparatus of claim 1 wherein the basket is a hinged 
basket adapted to be selectably attachable to the gathering device, and supported by second pair 
of wheels . 

5. (Original) The apparatus of claim 1 wherein the tines have a diameter of Vi-Vh 
inches and a length of 5-9 inches. 

6. (Original) The apparatus of claim 1 wherein the gathering device is further 
operative for thatching a lawn. 

7. (Original) The apparatus of claim 1 wherein the elongated rotor is 36-108 inches 
in length. 

8. (Original) The apparatus of claim 1 wherein the elongated rotor is selectably 
attachable to the gathering device. 

9. (Currently Amended) An apparatus adapted to be towed by a vehicle and 
operative for gathering yard refuse from a ground surface, said apparatus comprising: 

a gathering device having a frame that supports an elongated rotor and a motor in 
communication with said elongated rotor, said elongated rotor having a pk*atoy row of spaced 
apart tines and mounted to said frame to be rotatably driven by said motor, said tines operative to 
gather yard refuse from the ground surface when rotating and being towed over the ground 
surface; 
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Serial No. 10/733,916 

Reply to Office Action of June 18, 2004 

a pair of wheels operative to support said frame on the ground surface; 

an adjustment mechanism di3 P oocd between operatively mounted to each of said pair of 
wheels and^id-frame ad jacent onnosing ends of said elo n g ated rotor to adjust the position of the 
elongated rotor with respect to the ground surface; and 

a basket for holding the yard refuse collected from the ground surface by pjvojaUy. 

attached to the gathering device. 

10. (Original) The apparatus of claim 9 wherein the gathering device further 
comprises a shield for preventing the collected yard refuse from being ejected out from said 
gathering device. 

11. (Original) The apparatus of claim 9 wherein the tines include distal ends that are 
bent outwardly toward a direction of rotation of the rotor. 

12. (Currently Amended) The apparatus of claim 9 wherein the basket is a hinged 
basket adapted to be selectably attachable to the gathering device and sup ported by a second pair 
of wheels. 



13. " "(Original) The apparatus of claim 9 wherein the elongated rotor is selectably 
attachable to the gathering device. 

14. (Currently Amended) An apparatus adapted to be towed by a vehicle and 
operative for gathering sticks from a ground surface, said apparatus comprising: 
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Serial No. 10/733,916 

Reply to Office Action of June 18, 2004 

a gathering device having a frame that supports an elongated rotor and a motor in 
communication with said elongated rotor, said elongated rotor having a plwaUty row of spaced 
apart tines and operative to be rotatably driven by said motor, said tines operative to gather sticks 
from the ground surface when rotating and being towed over the ground surface; 
a pair of wheels operative to support said frame on the ground surface; 
an adjustment mechanism disposed between pperatively mounted to each of said pair of 
wheels and said frame opposing ends of said el on g ated rotor to adjust the position of the 

elongated rotor with respect to the ground surface; and 

a basket for holding the sticks collected from the ground surface by pivotally attached to 

the gathering device. 

15. (Original) The apparatus of claim 14 wherein the gathering device further 
comprises a shield for preventing the collected sticks from being ejected out from said gathering 
device. 

16. (Original) The apparatus of claim 14 wherein the tines include distal ends that are 
bent outwardly toward a direction of rotation of the rotor. 

17 . (Currently Amended) The apparatus of claim 14 wherein the basket is a hinged 

basket adapted to be selectably attachable to the gathering device, and sup ported by a second pai r 
of wheels. 
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Serial No. 10/733,916 

Reply to Office Action of June 18, 2004 

18. (Original) The apparatus of claim 14 wherein the tines have a diameter of V4-1V4 
inches and a length of 5-9 inches. 

19. (Original) The apparatus of claim 14 wherein the gathering device is further 
operative for thatching a lawn. 

20. (Original) The apparatus of claim 14 wherein the elongated rotor is selectably 
attachable to the gathering device. 
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Serial No. 10/733,916 

Reply to Office Action of June 18, 2004 

REMARKS 

Claims 1, 4, 9, 12, 14 and 17 have been amended. Claims 1-20 remain in the application. 

Based on the above, Applicant submits that the claims are in a condition for allowance, 
which allowance is respectfully solicited. If the Examiner finds to the contrary, it is respectfully 
requested that the undersigned in charge of this application be called at the telephone number 
given below to resolve any remaining issues. 

Respectfully submitted, 



BMB/gs 

GS-W:\Word Processing\bmb\Amendments\LU10102-amd.doc 



Thomas E. Anderson 
Registration No. 31,318 
Gifford, Krass, Groh, Sprinkle, 
Anderson & Citkowski, P.C. 
280 N. Old Woodward Ave., Suite 400 
Birmingham, MI 48009-5394 
(248) 647-6000 

Attorney for Applicant 



CERTIFICATE OF M AILING BY "E XPRESS MAIL" 

"EXPRESS MAIL" MAILING LABEL NUMBER 

DATE OF DEPOSIT 

I hereby Certify that this paper or fee (along with any paper referred to as being attached 
or enclosed) is being deposited with the United States Postal Service "Express Matl Post Office 
To Addressee" Service under 37 CFR 1.10 on the date indicated above and is addressed to: Matl 
Stop Amendment, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandra, VA 22313-1450. 



Janice R. Kuehn 
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